No one who has suffered in his own practice from an incursion of puerperal fever is ever likely to forget the distress it occasioned. The contrast between the pleasure of a safe delivery, followed by a few days of 
nothing in explanation of the deep and enduring distress he must feel.
It is not wonderful, therefore, that the subject of puerperal fever should possess an interest amounting to fascination, for the practical obstetrician, nor that he should eagerly peruse any new work upon the subject. And yet, upon the whole, the result of very extensive reading is far from satisfactory; authors of equally high reputation, and equally extensive experience, are found to differ as widely as possible upon the nature, causes, and treatment of the disease; nor, we must confess, are the views of most of them either so logical, or of such breadth and soundness, as to claim our ready assent; so that in the end we are left either to reconcile their differences in the best way we can, or to make a selection of one side or the other.
In truth, it cannot be denied that the thorough understanding of the subject is far from easy, even after much reading and consideration, and some experience; there are facts which cannot be explained by any theory; others, apparently directly opposed to each other, are related on equally reliable authority. It is possible that the inductions to be drawn from the facts recorded require more caution and thought than has hitherto been exercised upon them, and perhaps a wider acquaintance with pathology in general. Lastly, the reader may reject the hostile criticism of opposing authors as being, in most cases, worthless, inasmuch as different epidemics assume different or even opposite pathological characters; an epidemic of puerperal fever will always partake more or less of the prevailing character of disease at the time, so that two writers may be describing the same nosological disorder, though practically and pathologically a different disease; the opinions and practice of the one will be at variance with the experience of the other, although strictly correct and sound as regards his own.
We would wish to impress upon our readers this important fact, as a check upon a shallow and exclusive system of reasoning, and as the only Claiming the " right of private judgment" in its fullest extent, Dr. Meigs sometimes forgets that an equal right exists for his opponents.
Frankly and fully admitting and claiming this right, we shall without scruple examine his opinions with freedom and courtesy, but without hesitating to express our dissent from many of them.
The volume is written in the form of letters to his class, as affording greater freedom of expression; but essentially, it is divided into the consideration of " milk metastasis," the state of the blood in childbed fevers, contagion, description of the disease, etiology, diagnosis, and treatment. The chapter on milk metastasis is of interest historically, as showing how easily an assumption may be mistaken for a fact, and how the error is Perpetuated by successive writers. It is executed very ably, but we cannot agree with what seems to be the conclusion of the author?viz., that because the opinion that the blood in certain puerperal attacks was rendered impure by the transference of the milk, is unfounded, therefore that all supposition of blood deterioration is equally baseless. Such a Motion is rejected and ridiculed in many parts of the book, and is treated as quite inconsistent with the author's pathological views.
"What difference does it make to you," he observes, at page 79, "whether oar class shall receive and adopt the milk dogma of Thomas \Vrillis and the Irenchtoen" (the " milkmen," as he calls them in another place), " from Goubelly to
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Puzos, and from Doublet to Yigarous: or whether they shall prefer to fill the blood with various products of absorptions and resorptions, and then attribute to the noxious presence of those putative foreign matters a host of diseases, whose evolution is made by them to depend upon these alone or in chief?" cases?viz., 18, 19, 31, 195, 259, 291, 293, 332, 339, 435, 444, 445,455, are, 
